Ensuring the quality of journal content: Implementation of a process for methodology review Over the last few years, the Journal of Spinal Cord Medicine (JSCM) has seen a significant rise in the number of manuscripts submitted for consideration. At the same time, we have seen an increase in our impact factor, with a 2017/18 Impact Factor of 1.882 compared to 1.333 in 2014. To continue to increase JSCM's influence in the field, we are increasing our scrutiny to ensure that only manuscripts of the highest quality are accepted for publication. An essential component of quality is the appropriateness and soundness of the methods used by researchers to conduct their studies.
To ensure optimal peer review, JSCM leadership has modified the peer review process to emphasize methodology, as well as content review. A new category of Associate Editor (AE) has been createdthe AE for Research Methodology − and a pool of reviewers has been assembled with expertise in the various methods used in spinal cord injury research in basic science, human, and animal models, for example, randomized controlled trials, observational studies, communitybased research, qualitative research, implementation science, large data analyses, and meta-analyses. The Methodology AEs screen all new submissions (except case reports) and determine whether an in-depth methodology review is required. Each flagged submission is then assigned to a methodology reviewer with expertise in that area. The following are some of the basic questions these reviewers seek to answer:
• Are the statistical analyses appropriate for the data collection methods? • Is the sample studied representative of the population to which results are extrapolated?
• Are assumptions of inter-rater reliability validated? Are survey tools validated? • Is presentation of the results and their interpretation supported by the methods? • For review articles, does the manuscript adhere to well defined guidelines for such articles?
Applying these criteria to the review process supports the content review provided by our AEs and peer reviewers and ensures that JSCM's content is methodologically sound. We anticipate that this process will not only facilitate the peer review process, but will raise the quality of published articles, and further extend JSCM's influence in improving care for individuals with injury or dysfunction of the spinal cord. We welcome your input regarding this new process and would like to hear from those willing to contribute to our ongoing efforts to improve ASCIP's official journal. If you are interested in serving as a methodology reviewer, or wish to recommend a colleague, contact Carolann Murphy, PA, Assistant Editor, at JSCM@KesslerFoundation.org.
